'IRAQ
Pasha   was   mentioned   as   evidence   of   the   goodwill   of
H.M. Government.1
Whatever the effect of the reply at the time on the Acting
Civil Commissioner to whom it had been repeated for his
information, he was later to claim that it came as 'a serious
blow, not less serious because it was addressed to Cairo, for
communication to a group of prominent 'Iraqi Officers in the
Sharifian service, and was the outcome of telegraphic corres-
pondence extending over four months'.a The evidence available
makes it difficult to understand how he could have regarded the
reply, drafted by H.M. Government on the lines he had himself
put forward on July igth, as the unexpected and disastrous
result of his own efforts extending over four months of tele-
graphic correspondence.3 His correspondence during that
period had been concerned principally with persuading H.M.
Government to limit Arab participation in the administration
and not to extend it, and with urging the inclusion of Mosul in
a British-administered 'Iraq. Nor is it easy to understand just
how the reply which he had assisted in drafting was a blow or
check to the carrying out of the proposals with the execution
of which he had been entrusted in May. The excerpt which he
later extracted from the telegram and presented in a setting
of his own fashioning in his Clash of Loyalties* might well give
such an impression if it were not known that he had already
been informed in the telegram of July 5th that constitutional
experiments, other than those already sanctioned, could not
be approved. The telegram of August gth, taken as a whole
and in its proper setting, can be considered only as a blow to
the demand of the 'Iraqi officers for immediate National
Government. Far from being a rebuff to him, the telegram
1 Telegram, No. 249, Foreign Office to Sir Gilbert Clayton, Cairo, August
9th, 1919, repeated to Civil Commissioner, Baghdad.
* Wilson, op. cit., p. 124.
3 Ibid.: *I eventually elicited the following pronouncement from the Foreign
Office (9th August) . ..'
4 Ibid.
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